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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12/8/2004 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendment received on 1 1/10/2004 is acknowledged and entered. Claims 1 , 
22-24 are amended. Currently claims 1-24 are pending for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-24, filed on 1 1/10/2004 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated due to 
amendments made in independent claims 1 , 22-24. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Roll (U.S. 

Patent Application Publication 2002/0016779), and further in view of Phaal (US Patent 

6,055,564). 
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Referring to claims 1 and 22-24 . Roll discloses a method for conducting 
electronic commerce, comprising: 

Electronically visiting, by a customer interested in shopping for an item, a preselected 
comparison shopping site, and inquiring about the item and comparative prices thereof 
(see at least Roll: Figure 10a, Starting from step 504 to step 506 wherein a customer 
using a cell phone visits CMS, which represents the preselected comparison shopping 
site, enquiring about the item and comparative prices thereof. Also see paragraph 
0051); 

• Running, by the preselected CompShop, a query on a plurality of electronic stores 
carrying the item, and asking for a price of the item, the plurality of electronic 
stores including at least one smartStore and Determining by the at least one 
smartStore that the query is received from the preselected CompShop (see at 
least Roll: Figure 10 a, steps 507-512, paragraphs 0051-0052 which disclose -The 
smart store corresponds to the "host provider store" and determines if a price is to 
be offered internally.); 

Selectively determining, by the smartStore, an offer price of the item and selectively 
returning one of a static price and wherein the modified price and selectively 
returning, by the SmartStore, of said one of the static price and the modified price 
result from the smartStore learning a best offer price received by the preselected 
CompShop from the plurality of electronic stores (Roll: paragraphs 0052, Fig. 10a, 
step 512 and paragraph 0062 to paragraph 0064 and Fig 13). 
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Roll does not disclose that the smartStore [home provider store in Roll] 
server and the preselected comparison server are two different web sites. In Roll, 
the smartStore [home provider store in Roll] server and the preselected comparison 
server are shown as part of one large Web server, see Fig.4, wherein it includes 
several small servers/computers such as, Product/Services Pricing Engine 405, 
Databases 406-410. To one of an ordinary skilled in the art it is well-known that a 
Web site is a collection of Web pages, files, databases served by an HTTP server 
on World Wide Web, allowing hypertext links to other Web servers. Many large 
corporations can have several servers dedicated to one Web site or several small 
Websites can be served by one server (see Microsoft Press Computer Dictionary, 
Third Edition, 1999, Microsoft Press-as a supporting evidence). In Roll, the host 
provider 400 resembles one large Web server providing different services as that of 
receiving data requests from customers, responding to their requests with price 
offers, including data records for customers, demographic data, purchase history 
data, products/services data, product providers list, Pricing engine. Phaal teaches 
that that when a host processing several different functions its resources could 
become stretched and resulting in consumers' frustration in not able to access the 
system (see at least Phaal col.28-41) and in order to provide solutions to these 
problems of over stretching the host processor's resources splits the operations 
between two different websites 17 and 18 (see at least Phaal, col.5, lines 17-39) to 
handle the work load faster and efficiently. In view of Phaal, it would have been 
obvious to one of an ordinary skilled in the art to split Roll's Host provider Web site 
into smaller websites, thereby separating the tt Product/Service Pricing engine 405 u 
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as a separate website handling submitting offers based on feedback received from 
the other e-stores. 

Splitting the operations of a website into two web sites catering to two different 
operations to handle the load efficiently does not rise to the standard of novelty 
because this practice is well-known, as analyzed above. Splitting Roll's host 
provider's web site into separate websites but being managed by a large server 
does not destroy its invention because all contemplated functions and objectives 
can be performed as envisaged and would improve the handling of load from the 
customers. 

Referring to claim 2 . Roll further discloses a method comprising returning a static 
price by at least one of the plurality of electronic stores determined not to be the 
SmartStore (Roll: Figure 13). 

Referring to claim 3 . Roll further discloses a method comprising sending, by the 
SmartStore, a request to the preselected CompShop asking for comparative prices of the item 
and determining, by the SmartStore, whether an asking offer price is the best offer price that 
can be offered, wherein if the asking offer price is determined to be a lowest price, then the 
SmartStore returns its static price (Roll: Figure 13). 

Referring to claim 4 . Roll further discloses a method of comprising: 

If the asking offer price is determined not to be a lowest price, then adjusting, by the 
smartStore, the price (Roll: Figure 13); and 
• Returning a new price to the preselected CompShop (Roll: Figure 13). 
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Referring to claim 5 . Roll further discloses a method wherein the at least one of the 
electronic stores automatically changes the price depending on a customer for the item asking 
for the price and what the lowest price is as recorded by the preselected CompShop (Roll: 
Figure 13). 



Referring to claim 6 . Roll further discloses a method comprising maintaining, by the 
smartStore, a list of preselected comparison-shopping sites (Roll: Figure 1). 

Referring to claim 7 . Roll further discloses a method comprising: 

• If a request is made from other than the list of preselected comparison shopping sites, 
then returning by the smartStore, a static price (Roll: Figure 13); and 

• If the request for the price is from the list of preselected comparisons shopping sites, 
then submitting by the smartStore a request to the preselected CompShop to get a list 
of all comparison prices for the item (Roll: Figure 13). 

Referring to claim 8 . Roll further discloses a method comprising when the smartStore 
obtains the list of all comparison prices, determining whether the smartStore can offer a 
lowest price (Roll: Figure 13). 

Referring to claim 9 . Roll further discloses a method wherein the smartStore 
determines whether it can afford to offer a lower price based upon the comparison and its 
own cost price and required profit margin (Roll: Figure 13). 
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Referring to claim 10 . Roll further discloses a method comprising if the 
smartStore can offer a lower price, then returning the lower price to the preselected 
CompShop (Roll: Figure 13). 

Referring to claim 11 . Roll further discloses a method comprising if the smartStore 
cannot offer a lower price, then returning its static price to the CompShop (Roll: Figure 13). 

Referring to claim 12 . Roll further discloses a method comprising returning, by the 
preselected CompShop, the list of prices to the customer (Roll: Figure 13). 

Referring to claim 13 . Roll further discloses a method comprising: 
Selecting, by the customer, based upon prices received, a choice of one of the plurality 
of electronic stores for providing the item (Roll: Figure 4 and Figure 13). 

Referring to claims 14-15 . Roll further discloses a method wherein the item comprises 
a product and service (Roll: paragraph 0020). 

Referring to claim 16 . Roll further discloses a method wherein the best offer price is 
the lowest offer price (Roll: paragraph 0001 to paragraph 0009). 

Referring to claim 17 . Roll further discloses a method wherein the best offer price is 
the highest offer price (Roll: paragraph 0001 to paragraph 0009). 
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Referring to claim 18 . Roll further discloses a method comprising caching, by the 
preselected CompShop, the prices received from the plurality of electronic stores (Roll: 
Figure 10a, Figure 10b, and Figure 11). 

Referring to claim 19 . Roll further discloses a method comprising caching, by the 
smartStore, a list of prices received from the preselected CompShop (Roll: Figure 10a, 
Figure 10b, and Figure 11). 

Referring to claim 20 . Roll further discloses a method wherein the smartStore 
selectively visits the preselected CompShop such that information from the preselected 
CompShop is cached by the smartStore for comparison with a price request occurring 
between visits to the preselected CompShop (Roll: Figure 10a, Figure 10b, and Figure 11). 

Referring to claim 21 . Roll further discloses a method wherein a price comparison is 
performed on an identical item and a substantially identical item, and wherein a graded price 
is offered on the substantially identical item (Roll: Figure 10a, Figure 1 0b, and Figure 11 ). 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

(i) US Publication 2005/0010857 to Shmukler et al. discloses a computerized method 
and system using Internet to provide information on price comparison for products/services 
based upon user's profile (see at least paragraphs 0001-0012). 

(it) US Publication 2002/0099562 (see at least paragraph 0003), US Publication 
2003/0167209 to Hsieh (see at least paragraph 0043 and claim 8), US Publication 
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2004/0015415 to Cofinao et al. (see at least paragraph 0006) and US Patent 6,012,090 to 
Chung et al.(see at least col.8, line 67-col.9, line 20), discloses a method and system of 
providing price comparison to online users, shopping on Internet, from different vendors. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Yogesh C Garg whose telephone number is 571-272-6756. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F(8:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wynn Coggins can be reached on 571-272-7159. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-directuspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 81866^2 17-9 197 (toll-free). 
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